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Appeal s fromthe United States District Court for the District of
South Carolina, at Geenville. G Ross Anderson, Jr., District
Judge. (CA-95-4043- 6- 3- AK)

Submitted: Septenber 30, 1996 Deci ded: Cctober 25, 1996

Bef ore MURNAGHAN, ERVIN, and LUTTIG Gircuit Judges.

Di sm ssed by unpubl i shed per curiam opinion.

Virgil St. John, Appellant Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Appel | ant seeks to appeal the district court's orders di sm ss-
ing without prejudice his 42 U.S.C. 8§ 1983 (1988) conplaint. W
have revi ewed the record i n appeal nunber 96-6429 and the district
court' s opi nion acceptingthe magi strate judge' s recomendati on and
find no reversible error. Accordingly, we deny | eave to proceed in
forma pauperis and dism ss the appeal on the reasoning of the dis-

trict court. St. John v. Smth, No. CA-95-4043-6-3-AK (D.S.C. Mar.

5, 1996). Qur disposition of appeal nunmber 96-6429 renders appeal
nunber 96- 6693 noot. Accordingly, we deny | eave to proceed in forma
pauperis and di sm ss appeal nunber 96-6693 as well. W dispense
wi th oral argunment because the facts and | egal contenti ons are ade-
quately presented in the materials before the court and argunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.

DI SM SSED



